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East, formerly Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, and
given in evidence by him on the 9th March, 1830, to the
Select Committee of the House of Lords, which was then
taking evidence on East Indian affairs in preparation for
the Charter Act of 1833. He says, " It is proper to re-
" mind Government that notwithstanding the Act of the
" 13 Geo. III. c. 63, and the king's Charter of 1774 granted
" under it" . . . . " the inhabitants of Calcutta" . . . .
" have not the full benefit of the statute law of England
" to a later period than the thirteenth year of George I.
" unless expressly named. This has been the uniform
" construction of the judges of the Supreme Court since
" its institution: and whether right or wrong originally,
"the judges of the present day cannot depart from it
" without authority of Parliament.

" The period at which the general statute law stops in
" regard to this Presidency is that of the constitution of
" the Mayor's Court in Calcutta; when those who esta-
" Wished that construction said upon the doctrine of
" Calvin's case that the British law was then first given
" to this as to a British colony, and that as a rule it could
"not be included in any subsequent statute unless
" specially named." He goes on at great length to show
the inconveniences of this construction. For instance, he
says that to obtain goods by false pretences was no offence
in Calcutta, as 30 Geo. II. c. 24 did not extend to it. He
adds: " A felon stood mute, and it was very doubtful
" whether it was not obstinately. If so found, he must
" have been put to the barbarous torture of pain (sic) forte
" et dure, instead of having judgment against him by the
"statute 12 Geo. III. c. 20; xbut this is now better

1 This sentence must have "been added when the paper was sent "before
the Committee.   It obviously refers to 9 Geo. 4, c. 74, s. 34.